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Where Your Money Goes 


Well, the annual battle over 
foreign giveaways is on again. 
Thirteen years — and SEVENTY 
BILLION DOLLARS — after the 
Second World War, we are still 
faced each year with a debate 
over whether to continue pouring 
our dollars down European and 
Asiatic ratholes. This year, as 
usual, the ever-present crisis is 
at hand as an excuse. But, as 
one congressman said, there 
isn’t a dollar — in the President’s 
latest demand for foreign give- 
aways — for Germany or Berlin. 


And somehow or other, in spite 
of the expenditure of seventy 
billion dollars, the crises keep 
showing up. 

However, I note from my mail 
that people are confused about 
the present debate. It is largely 
the Democrats who are now de- 
manding cuts in the foreign-aid 
program. People want to know: 
how come — when it was the 
Democrats who started and built 
to fantastic proportions the whole 
giveaway program? Well, you can 
lay that down to just plain old 








partisan politics. When a Demo- 
president flinging 
your money around the world, it 
was O.K. with the 
But now that a Republican pres- 
ident is doing it, the Democrats 
don’t like it. But there’s no get- 
ting away from the fact that 


cratic was 


Democrats. 


there is general dissatisfaction 
— among both Democrats and 
Republicans — with this constant 
drain on our resources. And why 
shouldn’t there be? A House Com- 
mittee recently found we had 
supplied enough truck tires to 
one country in a year so that it 
can change every tire on every 
truck forty-four times. We equip- 
ped an airplane plant in another 
country so it could turn out 
planes for the personal use of 


Confounding Campus 

I have a letter from a lady 
with a problem — a problem faced 
by many other American parents. 
This lady has a daughter who 
is ready to enter college next 
September. She has been a good, 
all-around high-school student. 
Her marks are good — in some 
cases excellent. She would like 
to go to one of the better-known 
women’s colleges. Her parents 
are in fairly comfortable circum- 


its officers. No wonder the Tax 
Foundation found that if you 
make $4500 a year, you must 
work seven days out of every 
month just to pay your taxes. 
You can make enough to buy a 
month’s supply of food for your- 
self, your wife and two children 
in four and a half days. But you 
have to work seven days out of 
the month for the politicians in 
Washington. 

The only breath of fresh air 
in the latest foreign-giveaway 
debate came from the Citizens 
Foreign Aid Committee. They 
suggest that the President’s 
newest demand for four billion 
dollars be cut in half, and that 
all foreign giveaways be stopped 
entirely within three years. 


Collectivists 


stances. They feel that with 
some sacrifices on their part, 
can afford to send their 
of her 


they 
daughter to a college 
choice. What, then, is the prob- 
lem? 

Well, this’ lady is herself a 
graduate of one of our bestknown 
women’s colleges. And she says 
she finds herself in the unenvi- 
able position of not wanting her 
daughter to go to her own alma 
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mater. Why? Because she says, it 
is permeated by un-American and 
leftwing teaching and thinking.But 
when she investigated other well- 
known women’s colleges she was 
shocked to find that the same 
situation exists in practically 
all of them. I think I can vouch 
for the accuracy of her findings. 
I recently heard corroboration of 
this situation from a well-known 
conservative writer and educator. 
Somehow or other, he was invited 
to address a small club made up 
of senior students in one of the 
top the 
East. He talked about traditional 
principles of govern- 


women’s colleges in 
American 
ment and economics. At the end 
of his talk, the girls told him — 
these were senior students, mind 


you — that this was the first time 
in their entire college years that 
they had heard such ideas ex- 
pressed! 


My correspondent says she 
feels helpless. As she says, in 
the case of state and city col- 
leges which are supported by tax 
funds, parents who are also tax- 
payers at least have the right to 
protest. And sometimes, 1 their 
protests are numerous and loud 
enough, they have the effect of 
achieving a certain amount of 
counter-balance to this flood of 
left-wing indoctrination on the 
campus. But in the case of pri- 
vately supported colleges, pre- 
sumably they have a right to 
indoctrinate their students with 
any sort of left-wing philosophy 
they choose, so long as the par- 
ents are willing to foot the bills. 


However, the situation is 
not quite as hopeless as this 
lady thinks. She herself has put 
her finger on a very hopeful spot. 
She is an alumna of one of these 
women’s colleges. Private col- 
leges cannot exist on the tuition 
fees paid by students. They must 
have endowments and fund-raising 
campaigns. And this is where 
the alumni come in. The colleges 
are generally able to get the more 








millions of disturbed parents and 
teachers need no longer cringe 
in shame at being branded “‘ene- 
mies of education’’ by the NEA 
bureaucracy. They have 
plenty of distinguished company. 
The result is that the phrase, 
still dear to the hearts of the 
‘‘modern’’ educationists 
out of the NEA, is losing its ef- 
fectiveness. After all, everybody 
can’t be wrong except the NEA 


now 


in and 


hierarchy! 

All three of these books — the 
latest in a growing analysis of 
the shortcomings 
education — have grave faults. 
But each has something to offer 
those who want American schools 
once more to turn out educated 
and thinking Americans. The best 
of the three is Admiral Rick- 
over’s EDUCATION AND FREE- 
DOM. Its only fault is perhaps a 
in a man who has 


of American 


natural 
spent his life in the Navy — a 
belief that 
partially correct the deplorable 


one 


federal funds can 
situation to which he gives his 
attention. Maybe one day he will 
come to realize that federal aid 
can only compound, not correct, 
the 
schools. 

Otherwise, Admiral  Rick- 
over’s book is a scorching and 


illness which afflicts our 
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scathing denunciation of the ‘‘life- 
adjustment’”’ method of teaching 
which permeates so many of our 


-schools. The Admiral — builder 


of the atomic submarine — inter- 
viewed over 2000 young appli- 
cants for work in his highly im- 
portant projects. He was appalled 
at their ignorance — not merely 
their 
and science, but their ignorance 
of how to think, how to reason. 

His statement of what should 
be the purpose of American edu- 


ignorance of mathematics 


cation is simple and basic — to 
‘develop in all children — talent- 
ed, average, and below average 
— the highest level of intellect- 
ual competence of which they 
are capable.’’ And that means 
English, foreign languages, mathe- 
matics, sciences, history, geog- 
raphy — not how to run a cleaning 
establishment, answer the tele- 
phone or drive a car. 

The best part of Mr. Hechin- 
ger’s THE BIG RED SCHOOL- 
HOUSE is its balanced picture 
of the Russian educational sys- 
tem. Incidentally, Mr. Hechinger 


> 


has an intriguing explanation 
of why the communists put pro- 
gressive education into effect — 
and then dropped it overnight. He 
says they kept it in effect only 


long enough to deliberately des- 
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stroy the prestige in which 
schools and teachers were held 
in the minds of the Russian peo- 
ple as a result of their pre-revol- 
utionary school system. Have our 
American ‘‘progressives”’ un- 
knowingly done the same thing? 

Mr. Hechinger makes sense 
when he points to the deficien- 
cies in American educational 
content. But the latter part of his 
book is badly marred by a series 
of superficial and _ ill-digested 
proposals. Among them is the 
inevitable demand for federal 
money for the schools — an argu- 
ment he unconsciously defeats 
with his picture of what central 
government control means in Rus- 
sian schools. 

Dr. Conant’s THE AMERICAN 
HIGH SCHOOL TODAY is the 


least valuable of the three books, 


There’s No Such Thing 


**Avoid being deluded by glib 
tongue, trite phrase and uneco- 
nomic thinking with promises of 
personal and financial security 
through the bait of ‘federal’ aid; 
there being no ‘federal’ aid, since 
‘federal’ aid is ‘our’ local money 


despite the fact (perhaps because 
of it?) that it was undertaken with 
a whopping big grant from the Car- 
negie Corporation. Its chief value 
lies in pointing out the good prac- 
tices in particular schools. Even 
here, he seems sufficiently im- 
bued with ‘‘modernism”’ to praise 
certain of the ‘‘how-to”’ courses 
which Admiral Rickover excori- 
ates so ably. And did Dr. Conant 
need all that money to come to 
this conclusion: ‘‘I am convinced 
American secondary education 
can be made satisfactory without 
any radical changes in the basic 
pattern.’” Maybe he should come 
down out of his ivory tower and 
stand beside Admiral Ric’ over 
while he interviews the products 
of schools which need no ‘“‘rad- 
ical changes’’ in their “basic 


patterns.” — Rosalie Gordon 


less the high cost of freight for 
political brokerage on its long 
trip to Washington and back — re- 
turned with the barnacles of fed- 
eral restrictions and bureaucratic 
controls.”’ 


—Fremont (Neb.) Chamber of Commerce 
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